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Brady, Henry E. and David Collier. 2010. Rethinking Social
Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards, 2nd ed. Lanham,
MD: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers.
With innovative new chapters on process tracing, regression analy-
sis, and natural experiments, the second edition of Rethinking Social
Inquiry further extends the reach of this path-breaking book. The
original debate with King, Keohane, and Verba—now updated—re-
mains central to the volume, and the new material illuminates evolv-
ing discussions of essential methodological tools. Thus, process trac-
ing is often invoked as fundamental to qualitative analysis, but is
rarely applied with precision. Pitfalls of regression analysis are some-
times noted, but often are inadequately examined. And the complex
assumptions and trade-offs of natural experiments are poorly under-
stood. The second edition extends the methodological horizon through
exploring these critical tools. A distinctive feature of this edition is the
online placement of four chapters from the prior edition, all focused
on the dialogue with King, Keohane, and Verba. Also posted online
are exercises for teaching process tracing. This updated edition breaks
new ground with an introduction that scrutinizes the latest trends in
methodology, and with innovative chapters on process tracing, re-
gression analysis, and natural experiments.
Carlson, Allen, Mary E. Gallagher, Kenneth Lieberthal, and
Melanie Manion, eds. 2010.  Contemporary Chinese Poli-
tics: New Sources, Methods, and Field Strategies. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press.
Contemporary Chinese Politics: Sources, Methods, and Field Strate-
gies considers how new and diverse sources and methods are chang-
ing the study of Chinese politics. Contributors spanning three gen-
erations in China studies place their distinct qualitative and quantita-
tive methodological approaches in the framework of the discipline
and point to challenges or opportunities (or both) of adapting new
sources and methods to the study of contemporary China. How can
we more effectively use new sources and methods of data collection?
How can we better integrate the study of Chinese politics into the
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worked with A to generate the outcome. When analyzing
causes that are jointly sufficient for an outcome, one
stresses the interaction between variables: the mechanism
is closely related to how these variables work together as
a causal package.
It is certainly possible to blend their conception of causal com-
binations or factors with my conception of causal mechanisms
as embodying invariant causal principles. Doing so would re-
quire dropping the idea that mechanisms are intervening pro-
cesses; and it would require new methodological strategies
which I describe elsewhere as concatenation (Waldner 2011).
Notes
1 Portions of this essay are derived from Waldner (2011). I thank
Gary Goertz and James Mahoney for graciously inviting me to com-
ment on their essay, and I thank Andrew Bennett, John Gerring, Gary
Goertz, and James Mahoney for very helpful comments on this
essay.
2 The Markov condition states, informally, that a random variable
is independent of all variables other than its descendants, conditional
on its parents.
3 The last sentence does not imply infinite regress; a finite number
of steps lead from the observed macrostructural world to the sub-
atomic world.
4 Invariance is not equivalent to non-manipulability by an experi-
menter; a variable might take on multiple values but still be non-
manipulable. This point is emphasized by many contributors to the
literature on potential outcomes (See, for example, Holland 1986).
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discipline of political science, to the betterment of both? How can we
more appropriately manage the logistical and ethical problems of
doing political research in the challenging Chinese environment? In
addressing these questions, this comprehensive methodological sur-
vey will be of immense interest to graduate students heading into the
field for the first time and experienced scholars looking to keep abreast
of the state of the art in the study of Chinese politics.
Lebow, Richard Ned. 2010. Forbidden Fruit: Counterfactuals
and International Relations. Princeton: Princeton Univer-
sity Press.
Could World War I have been averted if Franz Ferdinand and his wife
hadn’t been murdered by Serbian nationalists in 1914? What if Ronald
Reagan had been killed by Hinckley’s bullet? Would the Cold War
have ended as it did? In Forbidden Fruit, Richard Ned Lebow devel-
ops protocols for conducting robust counterfactual thought experi-
ments and uses them to probe the causes and contingency of transfor-
mative international developments like World War I and the end of the
Cold War. He uses experiments, surveys, and a short story to explore
why policymakers, historians, and international relations scholars
are so resistant to the contingency and indeterminism inherent in
open-ended, nonlinear systems. Most controversially, Lebow argues
that the difference between counterfactual and so-called factual argu-
ments is misleading, as both can be evidence-rich and logically per-
suasive. A must-read for social scientists, Forbidden Fruit also exam-
ines the binary between fact and fiction and the use of counterfactuals
in fictional works like Philip Roth’s The Plot Against America to
understand complex causation and its implications for who we are
and what we think makes the social world work.
Rueschemyer, Dietrich. 2009. Usable Theory: Analytic Tools
for Social and Political Research. Princeton: Princeton
University Press.
The project of twentieth-century sociology and political science—to
create predictive scientific theory—resulted in few full-scale theories
that can be taken off the shelf and successfully applied to empirical
puzzles. Yet focused “theory frames” that formulate problems and
point to relevant causal factors and conditions have produced vi-
brant, insightful, and analytically oriented empirical research. While
theory frames alone cannot offer explanation or prediction, they guide
empirical theory formation and give direction to inferences from em-
pirical evidence. They are also responsible for much of the progress
in the social sciences. In Usable Theory, distinguished sociologist
Dietrich Rueschemeyer shows graduate students and researchers how
to construct theory frames and use them to develop valid empirical
hypotheses in the course of empirical social and political research.
Combining new ideas as well as analytic tools derived from classic
and recent theoretical traditions, the book enlarges the rationalist
model of action by focusing on knowledge, norms, preferences, and
emotions, and it discusses larger social formations that shape elemen-
tary forms of action. Throughout, Usable Theory seeks to mobilize
the implicit theoretical social knowledge used in everyday life.
Beck, Nathaniel. 2010. “Causal Process ‘Observation’: Oxy-
moron or (Fine) Old Wine.” Political Analysis 18:4, 499–505.
The issue of how qualitative and quantitative information can be used
together is critical. Brady, Collier, and Seawright (BCS) have argued
that “causal process observations” can be adjoined to “data set obser-
vations.” This implies that qualitative methods can be used to add
information to quantitative data sets. In a symposium in Political
Analysis, I argued that such qualitative information cannot be ad-
joined in any meaningful way to quantitative data sets. In that sym-
posium, the original authors offered several defenses, but, in the end,
BCS can be seen as recommending good, but hopefully standard,
research design practices that are normally thought of as central in the
quantitative arena. It is good that BCS remind us that no amount of
fancy statistics can save a bad research design.
Collier, David, Henry Brady, and   Jason Seawright.  2010. “Out-
dated Views of Qualitative Methods: Time to Move On.”
Political Analysis 18:4, 506–513.
Both qualitative and quantitative research routinely fall short, pro-
ducing misleading causal inferences. Because these weaknesses are in
part different, we are convinced that multi-method strategies are pro-
ductive. Each approach can provide additional leverage that helps
address shortcomings of the other. This position is quite distinct
from that of Beck, who believes that the two types of analysis cannot
be adjoined. We review examples of adjoining that Beck dismisses,
based on what we see as his outdated view of qualitative methods. By
contrast, we show that these examples demonstrate how qualitative
and quantitative analysis can work together.
Falleti, Tulia G. and Julia F. Lynch. 2009. “Context and Causal
Mechanisms in Political Analysis.” Comparative Political
Studies 42:9 (September), 1143–1166.
Political scientists largely agree that causal mechanisms are crucial to
understanding causation. Recent advances in qualitative and quantita-
tive methodology suggest that causal explanations must be contextu-
ally bounded. Yet the relationship between context and mechanisms
and this relationship’s importance for causation are not well under-
stood. This study defines causal mechanisms as portable concepts
that explain how and why a hypothesized cause, in a given context,
contributes to a particular outcome. In turn, it defines context as the
relevant aspects of a setting in which an array of initial conditions
leads to an outcome of a defined scope and meaning via causal mecha-
nisms. Drawing from these definitions is the argument that credible
causal explanation can occur if and only if researchers are attentive to
the interaction between causal mechanisms and context, regardless of
whether the methods employed are small-sample, formal, statistical,
or interpretive.
Friedrichs, Jörg and Friedrich Kratochwil. 2009.  “On Acting
and Knowing: How Pragmatism Can Advance International
Relations Research and Methodology.” International Org-
anization 63:4 (October), 701–731.
This article moves from deconstruction to reconstruction in research
methodology. It proposes pragmatism as a way to escape from epis-
temological deadlock. We first show that social scientists are mis-
taken in their hope to obtain warranted knowledge through traditional
